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PER CURI AM

Lyn Alfred, a native and citizen of N geria, seeks revi ew
of an order of the Board of Immgration Appeals (“Board”). On
June 9, 2003, the Board denied Alfred s notion to reopen renoval
proceedi ngs. Alfred noved the Board to reconsider that order, and
on Decenber 3, 2003, the Board denied the notion for
reconsideration. Alfred s petition for reviewis tinely only as to
the Board s order denying reconsideration. 8 U S.C. 8§ 1252(b) (1)
(2000) (petition for review nmust be filed within thirty days of

final order of renoval); see Stone v. INS, 514 U S. 386, 405-06

(1995) (holding order of renoval and denial of notion to reconsider
are separate final orders, each subject torelevant tinme limt for
review.

We have reviewed the record and the Board s order and
find that the Board did not abuse its discretion in denying the
nmotion for reconsideration. See 8 CF.R 8§ 1003.2(a) (2004).
Therefore we deny the petition for review. W dispense with oral
argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argument woul d not
ai d the decisional process.
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